Evidentiary Ruling

During the hearing the judge sustained respondent's
objection and excluded evidence of Burnett's testimony from a
prior hearing, heard by Commission Judge John A. Carlson (Tr.
512-520, 527, 531, 552).

The evidence, even if received, would not affect the result
in this case, because the principals, Gabossi and Upadhyay,
clearly establish the focus of the case.  Accordingly, it is not
necessary to rule on Complainant's offer of proof.

Conclusions of Law

Based on the entire record and the factual findings made in
this decision the following conclusions of law are entered:

1.  The Commission has jurisdiction to decide this case.

2.  Complainant did not prove he was discriminated against
in violation of Section 105(c).

3.  Respondent did not discriminate against complainant in
violation of the Act.

Based on the foregoing findings of fact and conclusions of
law I enter the following:

ORDER
The complaint herein is dismissed.
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